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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 27-30, 32-34, 36-38 and 40-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Parry et al. (US 6,077,085). 

Claim 27: Parry discloses a program product operable on a computer, the program 
product comprising: a computer-usable medium, wherein the computer usable medium 
comprises instructions comprising: a Selection Program (col. 2, 50-52) and a Testing 
Program (col. 13, 32-34). 

Claim 28: Parry discloses selecting a chapter from a plurality of chapters (col. 7, 21-42; 
Subject matter can be organized according to conceptual principles taught by the 
subject matter. A conceptual principle can be selected, and then subject matter can be 
gathered based on these conceptual principles. These conceptual principles can also 
be considered chapters, since they both organize subject matter by topics.)] selecting 
the question language from a plurality of question languages; and selecting the answer 
language from a plurality of answer languages (col. 2, 50-52; A primary language and a 
foreign language can be selected. In the case of the question and answer (col. 13, 32- 
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34), the question language (native language) would be the primary language, and the 
answer language (target language) would be the foreign language.). 
Claim 29: Parry discloses displaying the vocabulary for review by a user (col. 2, 62-65). 
Claims 30 and 32: Parry discloses displaying statistics regarding a user's performance 
in answering a plurality of questions (col. 27, 1; Statistics can be displayed, such as 
number of questions correct out of the total number of questions on a particular. For 
example, according to the first statistic, the user's performance on the 19 questions 
comprises getting 7 questions correct out of the 19 total questions.). 
Claims 33 and 34: Parry discloses calculating the probability factors for a plurality of 
vocabulary terms; and wherein the probability factor determines the frequency with 
which a vocabulary term will be asked in a question (col. 3, 13-17; Concepts, including 
vocabulary terms, can be included in exercises at a frequency according to the 
student's mastery of the concept). 

Claim 36: Parry discloses wherein responsive to a determination that the answer is 
correct, decrementing a probability factor for the vocabulary term (col. 3, 2-5; The 
system can recognize if a student answers correctly and decrease the probability of 
encountering the term again.). 

Claim 37: Parry discloses responsive to a determination that the answer is incorrect, 
incrementing a probability factor for the vocabulary term (col. 18, 40-46; col. 18, 54 - 
col. 19,55). 

Claim 38: The method of claim 1 further comprising: wherein responsive to a 
determination that all of the vocabulary terms in a chapter have a probability factor 
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equal to one, indicating that the chapter is completed (col. 19, 51-55; When all of the 
vocabulary items have moved out of the review pool (and thus have no probability of 
being encountered any more) and into the test pool, the chapter is completed.). 
Claim 40: Parry discloses wherein the question language is Traditional Chinese, 
Simplified Chinese, Pin Yin, or English (col. 2, 18-24; The language can be English.). 
Claim 41: Parry discloses wherein the answer language is Traditional Chinese, 
Simplified Chinese, Pin Yin, or English (col. 2, 18-24; The language can be English.). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-6, 8, 10, 12-19, 21, 23, 25-26 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Parry et al. (US 6,077,085) in view of Chu (US 
5,444,445). 

Claims 1 and 31: Parry discloses a method for reviewing vocabulary comprising: 
asking a question containing a vocabulary term in a question language; accepting an 
answer in an answer language (col. 13, 32-34). Parry discloses comparing strings of 
different languages (col. 2, 49-50; A multilingual language database can be used, 
including Japanese (col. 2, 18-24). For a vocabulary review activity, a user can type the 
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target language translation of word (col. 13, 32-34). To determine whether the typed 
word is the correct translation, the typed word must be stored and then compared to the 
correct translation. This activity involves comparing words of various different 
languages, including English and Japanese.), but Parry is silent as to the format used to 
store the strings. Chu teaches using Unicode to store multilingual text (co/. 1, 42-49). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention from the teaching of Chu for the method of Parry to use the Unicode string 
format of Chu to store multilingual text. 

Claims 2 and 15: Parry discloses selecting a chapter from a plurality of chapters (col. 7, 
21-42; Subject matter can be organized according to conceptual principles taught by the 
subject matter. A conceptual principle can be selected, and then subject matter can be 
gathered based on these conceptual principles. These conceptual principles can also 
be considered chapters, since they both organize subject matter by topics.)] selecting 
the question language from a plurality of question languages; and selecting the answer 
language from a plurality of answer languages {col. 2, 50-52; A primary language and a 
foreign language can be selected. In the case of the question and answer (col. 13, 32- 
34), the question language (native language) would be the primary language, and the 
answer language (target language) would be the foreign language.). 
Claims 3 and 16: Parry discloses displaying the vocabulary for review by a user {col. 2, 
62-65). 

Claims 4 and 17: Parry discloses displaying statistics regarding a user's performance in 
answering a plurality of questions (col. 27, 1; Statistics can be displayed, such as 
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number of questions correct out of the total number of questions on a particular. For 
example, according to the first statistic, the user's performance on the 19 questions 
comprises getting 7 questions correct out of the 19 total questions.). 
Claims 5, 6, 18 and 19: Parry discloses calculating the probability factors for a plurality 
of vocabulary terms; and wherein the probability factor determines the frequency with 
which a vocabulary term will be asked in a question (col. 3, 13-17; Concepts, including 
vocabulary terms, can be included in exercises at a frequency according to the 
students mastery of the concept). 

Claims 8 and 21: Parry discloses wherein responsive to a determination that the 
answer is correct, decrementing a probability factor for the vocabulary term {col. 3, 2-5; 
The system can recognize if a student answers correctly and decrease the probability of 
encountering the term again.). 

Claims 9 and 22: Parry discloses responsive to a determination that the answer is 
incorrect, incrementing a probability factor for the vocabulary term (col. 18, 40-46; col. 
18, 54 -col. 19,55). 

Claims 10 and 23: The method of claim 1 further comprising: wherein responsive to a 
determination that all of the vocabulary terms in a chapter have a probability factor 
equal to one, indicating that the chapter is completed (col. 19, 51-55; When all of the 
vocabulary items have moved out of the review pool (and thus have no probability of 
being encountered any more) and into the test pool, the chapter is completed.). 
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Claims 12 and 25: Parry discloses wherein the question language is Traditional 
Chinese, Simplified Chinese, Pin Yin, or English (col. 2, 18-24; The language can be 
English.). 

Claims 13 and 26: Parry discloses wherein the answer language is Traditional 
Chinese, Simplified Chinese, Pin Yin, or English (col. 2, 18-24; The language can be 
English.). 

Claim 14: Parry discloses a program product operable on a computer, the program 
product comprising: a computer-usable medium; wherein the computer usable medium 
comprises instructions (Fig. 1). 

Claims 7, 20 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Parry et al. (US 6,077,085) in view of Zhong (US 5,319,552) and 
Andrews et al. (US 5,309,358) and Chu (US 5,444,445). 

Parry discloses applicant's basic inventive concept of a method for reviewing 
vocabulary, substantially as claimed, but does not expressly disclose using a 
Simplified/Traditional Chinese Conversion Table and a Traditional Chinese/Pin 
Yin/English Dictionary to perform the determination whether the answer is correct using 
Unicode step. Zhong discloses using a Chinese conversion table (31) and a dictionary 
(35) for language input and conversion (col. 7, 3-30). Andrews discloses using 
conversion tables to convert between Traditional and Simplified Chinese (col. 9, 27-31). 
Chu teaches using Unicode format to store strings, and Unicode format stores 
characters for multiple languages (col. 1, 56-63). It would benefit the method of Parry to 
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also include Chinese (including Traditional and Simplified) in the languages a user can 
review. The conversion table and dictionary of Zhong would allow the user to input 
Chinese language words. The Unicode strings of Chu would allow the method to store 
the Chinese language words after they are input. The Traditional and Simplified 
Chinese conversion tables would allow the user to review Traditional and Simplified 
Chinese. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention from the teaching of Zhong, Andrews and Chu to modify 
the method of Parry by using the conversion table and dictionary of Zhong, the 
Traditional and Simplified Chinese conversion table of Andrews, and the Unicode 
strings of Chu to allow the user to review Chinese, including Traditional and Simplified 
Chinese. 

Claims 11 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Parry et al. (US 6,077,085) in view of Chu (US 5,444,445) as applied to claims 
1, 14 and 27 above, and further in view of Chien (US 2002/0085018). 

Parry discloses applicant's basic inventive concept of a method for reviewing 
vocabulary, substantially as claimed, but does not expressly disclose changing the font 
size of the Chinese characters displayed on a graphical user interface. Chien discloses 
changing the font size of Chinese characters ([0019]). In looking for ways to display 
language characters, including Japanese, on the user interface, one could look to Chien 
for displaying foreign language characters, since Chinese and Japanese characters are 
similar. It would benefit the method of Parry to use the teachings of Chien to allow the 
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font sizes of the Japanese language characters to be changed. Since Parry teaches 
that it would be desirable to allow the method to be used in many different countries 
{col. 2, 16-24), it would also benefit the method of Parry, to include Chinese as one of 
the languages for a user to learn. In which case, the method of Parry would use the 
teachings of Chien to allow the font sizes of the Chinese characters to be changed. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention from the teaching of Chien to modify the method of Parry by 
including the changing of Chinese character font sizes of Chien to allow more display 
and language choices for the user. 

Claim 39 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Parry et al. (US 6,077,085) in view of Chien (US 2002/0085018). 

Parry discloses applicant's basic inventive concept of a method for reviewing 
vocabulary, substantially as claimed, but does not expressly disclose changing the font 
size of the Chinese characters displayed on a graphical user interface. Chien discloses 
changing the font size of Chinese characters ([0019]). In looking for ways to display 
language characters, including Japanese, on the user interface, one could look to Chien 
for displaying foreign language characters, since Chinese and Japanese characters are 
similar. It would benefit the method of Parry to use the teachings of Chien to allow the 
font sizes of the Japanese language characters to be changed. Since Parry teaches 
that it would be desirable to allow the method to be used in many different countries 
(col. 2, 16-24), it would also benefit the method of Parry, to include Chinese as one of 
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the languages for a user to learn. In which case, the method of Parry would use the 
teachings of Chien to allow the font sizes of the Chinese characters to be changed. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention from the teaching of Chien to modify the method of Parry by 
including the changing of Chinese character font sizes of Chien to allow more display 
and language choices for the user. 



Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Ma et al. (US 2002/0069047) discloses a foreign language 
vocabulary test. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Andrew Stallard whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 2685. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:15 am to 6:45 pm - Mon - Fri 
(1st Friday off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Olszewski can be reached on (571) 272-6678. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

J. Andrew Stallard ^ , „ _ - 
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Art Unit 3715 
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